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Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 13 March 2nnd 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b® This action is non-final 

4) M Claim(s) 1-3,6-15 and 17-71 is/are pending in the application, 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) ; is/are allowed. 

6) M C\a\m(s) t^iSMdJZM is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) ___ is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) ____ are subject to restriction and/or election requirement 
Application Papers . . 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10® The drawing(s) filed on 03115/04 is/are: a)H accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner 

Tk APPl,Cantmayn ° treq ^ Stthatany0b ^ See 37 CFR 1 85(a) 

1 1 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a) D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 
.12)Q The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

The non-final rejection as set forth in paper No. (1 1 1003) sent November 14 tt , 
2003 is withdrawn in response to applicants' amendments. A new rejection is made as set 
forth in this Office Action. Claims (1-3, 6-15, and 17-21) are pending in the application. 

Specification 

Claims 1 and 13 are objected to because of the following informalities: In claim 
1, line 14 and claim 13, lines 12-13, it is unclear what a poly semiconductor layer 
comprises. Appropriate correction is required. 

Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded m public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so i to pretent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" ™ted bylpatent 

noH . A timely flled tem ™ al disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321(c) may be 
u sod to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory doubfe 
patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonlv 
owned with this application. See 37 CFR 1 . 130(b) commonly 
Effective January 1,1994, a registered attorney or agent of record maysiena 

™<SS). A teraiinal disclaimer signed by the ^ ignee must 

Claims 1-3, 6-15, and 17-21 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-10 of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,492,225. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably 
distmc^ torn each other because 
similar to the claims of the U. S . Patent No. 6,492,225. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khiem D Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1 865. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00 AM - 5.00 PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Olik Chaudhuri can be reached on (571) 272-1855. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 305-3432 
for regular communications and (703) 305-3432. for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0956. 
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May 21, 2004 



